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and democracy to show how the distinction applied to
the case of our southern colonies. It will be an economy
of time if I now return to that analysis before going
further. Aristocracy means etymologically the rule
of the best. Cicero1 says: "Certe in optimorum con-
siliis posita est dvitatum solus" If there were any
way of finding out who are the best and of keeping
them such in spite of the temptations of power, we
might accept this dictum. In practice aristocracy
always means the rule of the few. Democracy means
the rule of the many; in practice it always means the
rule of a numerical majority. A dogma has been made
out of this and it has been affirmed that the majority
has a right to rule in a sense as absolute as that in which
the divine right of kings was formerly laid down. It
has been asserted that the majority had a right to
misrule, to waste money, to perpetrate injustice, and so
on, if such was its good pleasure. This doctrine is
democratic absolutism and it is as slavish and false as
any doctrine of royal absolutism. In the working of
majority rule it always degenerates into oligarchy;
a majority of a majority is endowed with power, in one
sub-division after another, until at last a few control.
On the other hand, many cases can be found in history
where an aristocracy has applied majority rule inside
of itself with a dogmatic absoluteness surpassing that
of democracy itself.
The degenerate form of democracy, when it runs
out into an oligarchy or when it is entirely unregulated
by constitutional provisions, is often designated as
jacobinism. It is the rule of a clique, arrogating to
itself the name of the people or the right to act for the
people. It is the inevitable outcome of any form of